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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claim 31 is objected to because of the following informalities: the word "anon- 
demand" in line 1 would appear to be meant to be, 'an on-demand 1 , the examiner will 
assume this in examination. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 6 recites the limitation "said plurality of social expression product" in lines 1 
and 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 7 and 8 are rejected as depending from a rejected claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 



obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
PAT 6,076,652 to Head, III (Head). 

As to claims 1 ,30, Head discloses a production system for the production of 
customized orders (col 12, lines 17-44) comprising: a plurality of manufacturing means 
(assembly lines being a plurality of manufacturing means), means for automatically 
activating one of the manufacturing means to implement each step in the multi-step 
manufacturing process (col 12, lines 45-53). 

Head does not, however, means for receiving orders. The examiner takes Official 
Notice that it is old and well known in the art to take orders from customers. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include means for taking 
orders from customers to enable the manufacturer to sell products to customers. 

As to claim 16, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
include these apparatuses as the system could be used to produce "social expression 
products" (greeting cards/printed stock) and further, Head discloses the system as 
being able to control a typewriter (col 12, line 57- col 13, line 4). 
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As to claims 2,3,18,31 ,32 Head, discloses means connected to and 
interconnecting the manufacturing means/modules (the assembly line) that transports 
partially completed pieces (inherent in an assembly line as the pieces are added to at 
each stop and only completed at the end of the line). 

As to claims 4,33, it would be inherent that there would be means for identifying a 
plurality of manufacturing means necessary for completion of an order and the method 
used else the order could not be completed. 

As to claims 5,34, it would be inherent that the manufacturing means include 
means to perform the function else the manufacturing means could not manufacture its 
stage of the product. 

As to claim 6 it would be inherent that there is a means for accepting raw 
materials else the manufacture means would not have material from which to 
manufacture the product. Further, Head discloses means 

As to claims 7,35,36 Head discloses means for registering that the manufacture 
means have received the material (24, as best seen in fig 1 ) in proper orientation (fig 
3C, 104,108,109). 

As to claims 8,37, Head does not disclose a printer, emboss apparatus, scoring 
apparatus, stock cutting apparatus or a stock folding apparatus. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include these apparatuses as the system 
could be used to produce "social expression products" (greeting cards) and further, 
Head discloses the system as being able to control a typewriter (col 12, line 57- col 13, 
line 4). 
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As to claims 9,38, the amount aggregated would be the amount ordered. 

As to claims 10,39, the examiner takes official notice that it is old and well known 
in the art to package completed merchandise for shipping. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide means for packaging the 
finished product for shipping to protect the product from getting dirty or being damaged 
during shipping. 

As to claims 1 1 ,40, the examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well 
known in the art to take orders via the telephone. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the 
telephone to take orders to allow the customer to speak to a person so as to try to avoid 
errors. 

As to claims 12,41 , as the system is discloses as being for customized products 
(as discussed in relation to claims 1 ,30), it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to allow the customer to choose customized services as this is what the 
system is designed to do. 

As to claims 13, the design of the finished product would be that which defines 
which manufacture means to use. 

As to claims 14,42, as there is disclosed a means (computer) for controlling the 
process (as discussed in relation to claims 1,30), it would be inherent that there is 
means to give the computer direction and computers accept direction in data files 
(computer files). 
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As to claims 15,43,44, as the manufacture means are disclosed as being 
activated selectively (as discussed in relation to claims 1 ,30), the system would 
inherently have a means responsive to orders to selectively activate the manufacture 
means and a means to generate such files. 

As to claims 17, it would be inherent that the product produced must be identified 
else the finished product would not be correct. 

As to claim 19, if the finished product is to be printed stock, it would be inherent 
that the work piece be printable stock. 

As to claim 20, Head discloses assuring that the workpiece is loaded correctly 
(104,108,109, fig 3C). 

As to claim 21 , Head, discloses means connected to and interconnecting the 
manufacturing means (the assembly line) that transports partially completed pieces 
(inherent in an assembly line as the pieces are added to at each stop and only 
completed at the end of the line) the predetermined order that which will produce the 
finished product properly. 

As to claim 22, Head does not disclose a printer, emboss apparatus, scoring 
apparatus, stock cutting apparatus or a stock folding apparatus. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include these apparatuses as the system 
could be used to produce "social expression products" (greeting cards) and further, 
Head discloses the system as being able to control a typewriter (col 12, line 57- col 13, 
line 4). 
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As to claim 23, the examiner takes official notice that it is old and well known in 
the art to package completed merchandise for shipping. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide means for preparing the product for 
packaging so as to package the product to protect the product from getting dirty or 
being damaged during shipping. 

As to claim 24, the examiner takes official notice that it is old and well known in 
the art to package completed merchandise for shipping. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide means for packaging the finished 
product for shipping to protect the product from getting dirty or being damaged during 
shipping. 

As to claim 25, the examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in 
the art to take orders via the telephone. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the 
telephone to take orders to allow the customer to speak to a person so as to try to avoid 
errors. 

As to claim 26, the examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known to 
take orders over the Internet. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to allow a user to use a display (computer monitor) to order products to 
allow the manufacturer to take orders over the Internet. 

As to claim 27, as there is disclosed a means (computer) for controlling the 
process (as discussed in relation to claims 1 ,30), it would be inherent that there is 
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means to give the computer direction and computers accept direction in data files 
(computer files). These would inherently be "uploaded". 

As to claims 28,29, as the manufacture means are disclosed as being activated 
selectively (as discussed in relation to claims 1 ,30), the system would inherently have a 
means responsive to orders to selectively activate the manufacture means. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael J. Fisher whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6804. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 7:30am-5:00pm alt Fri. off. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Patent Examiner 
GAU 3629 




12/10/05 



